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- 777e MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the 
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Title should refer to vehicle use. 

Abstract, lines 11,13 should read "component (cable)" since it is believed to be the 
cables that are referred to. Lines 11-16 "A first ... another" should be condensed and sentences 
added referring to "switch and relay use" and to connection of "relay to battery". 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, claim 14, etc, feature of the relay 
constructed to be connected to "two" electrical circuits must be shown or the feature(s) canceled 
from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Figs. 9, 1 1 only show wires for a single circuit to relay 30. These wires should also be 
accorded numerals and referred to in the spec by such numerals with respect to the two circuits. 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hawes. 

The Hawes assembly includes a mounting module 30, and a connector with rigid body 19 
and first and second terminals at 17, 18 and 20, 21 for joining wires 24, 25, 28. Claim 2 also met 
by Hawes. For claim 3, note insulation part 1 1 . Claims 5, 6 also met by Hawes assembly with 
insulator 1 0. All metal portion to left of 19 are read as first terminal. 

Claims 7 and 8 and 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hawes in view of Julian/m d M^rti'nf 
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For claim 7, the Hawes terminal lacks a threaded shaft and shoulders. Julian figs. 1, 6 
discloses such features. It would have been obvious to use these features in Hawes for easier 
wire attachment. Claim 8 relates to obvious choice of amperage. 

For claim 1 8, it would have been obvious to use Hawes in a vehicle panel in view of 

Julian, see abstract. This would be a standard use. Claim 18, lines 1-8 relate to standard vehicle 
A 

features which, in claims 18-23, are not tied in with the mounting or connection modules and 
cannot be relied upon for patentability. 

Claims 1 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Stupakoff. 

See fig. 4, mounting module 7 and connection module 3,5,9. 

Claims 2^and 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
A 

Stupakoff in view of Juliana*^ M A *—*r i Vj g-z_ 

For claims 2, 19, Stupakoff lacks an "always conductive path" due to use of fuse 18. It 

would have been obvious to form Stupakoff pin as a continuous metal part in view of Julian at 

11. This would simplify the structure. Also obvious, for claims 7, 8, 18 to form the Stupakoff 

pin with threaded parts and shoulders in view of Julian, figs. 1, 6 for easier cable connectors and 

for claim 1 8, to use the Stupakoff pin in a vehicle in view of Julian, that being a standard use. 

A 

Claim 18, lines 1-8 treated as discussed above..C/V//tf f /r?£-r btf / jr<&& 

Claims 1, 9-25, 28, 29, 31-38, 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dyer alone or taken in view of Hawes, Julian and Butterfield. 
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Dyer discloses a mounting module 102, and part 20 read as a connection module. The 
casing 62 is read as a rigid body with terminals 22, 30. Components are shown at 26 and 34. 
The Dyer wire connection at 30 seems adequate. Should this be at issue Butterfield at 46, 48 and 
Stupakoff fig. 4 at 6, 12 show wire connections to threaded pins. Obvious to use such feature in 
Dyer at 30 for easier wire attachment. 

For claims 9, 10 the part 20 forms & switching device and also forms a relay type switch 
controlled by a circuit in wire 48. For claim 1 1 , note insulators 164, 166. Also obvious to use a 
unitary insulator in view of Julian at 24 and Stupakoff at 1 1 , 1 6. Claims 11-13 met by such 
combination. For claim 14, Dyer relay 20 is not latching type controlled by two circuits. 
However this type relay is admittedly well known. Obvious to use such type in place of relay 20 
for greater control features. It is believed that such use of a relay between a battery and a starter 
motor is known and applicant is urging patentability based on wiring and mounting feature that 
do not overcome that of Dyer at 162, 22, 134. 

For claim 15, obvious to use threaded shafts with shoulders in view of Butterfield at 37, 46 and 
Julian at 21, 12. Claim 16 relates to obvious choice of amperage. Claims 17, 18 treated as 
discussed above. 

For claim 19, relay 20 serves as a terminal mounted on wall 162 for connecting wires 
between parts 34 and 26. It would have been obvious to replace such part 20 with a terminal of 
the Hawes type. This would provide simplification should the relay feature not be required. 
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Clai ms 20-24 met by such combination. For claim 25, choice of cable type should be an obvious 
design matter. Claims 28, 29, 3 1 , 32, 33, 34, 35, met be above combination. 
Claims 36-38, 41, 42 treated as discussed above. 

For claim 1 8, also note that the cables are readable as components and that the cables at 
30 and 22 are on different sides of panel 162. For claim 24 also obvious that battery 34 would be 
on the terminal 30 side of panel 26 for enabling shorter cables to be used. 

Claims 18-25, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Amend in view of Julian Goertzen, and Saulters. 

For claim 18, Amend part 15 forms a mounting module with battery 12, post 13 on one 
side. A starter would typically be adjacent (on the other side) of cover 1 5 and be connected by 
cable 22. Saulters fig. 1 added to show typical arrangement of battery and starter at 3, 5. 
Obvious to use same in Amend with cable 22 joined to the starter. The Amend pin 1 0, 1 7, 1 8 
includes a rigid body 18 and first and second terminals 16, 17. Claim 18, lines 1-8 relate to 
standard vehicular features which cannot be relied upon for patentability. Claims 19-23 met by 
the Amend terminal with insulation 19 (Fig. 3). 

For claim 24, obvious to include starter 25, obvious to form 1 7 as a threaded part in view 
of Julian and to fix a cable thereto for connection to the batteries in view of Goertzen. This 
would enable stronger connections to the battery posts. Claims 28, 29 met by Amend modified 
as discussed above. 
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For claims 18-25, 28, 29 should issues arise, also obvious to use Amend, as discussed 
above but with both terminal sides formed with threaded studs as in Julian, fig. 1 . This would 
enable wires to be easily connected to the batteries. 

Claims 26, 27, 30, 39, 40 and 43 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to N. Abrams at 
telephone number 308-1729. 


Abrams/ek 



07/10/03 


NEIL ABRAMS 
EXAMINER 
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Claims 1,9,10,17,18,31,32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by 

•fa/^-e/) 

or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Archer alone or^n view of 
Dyer. 

Archer fig 5, discloses a system with module mount 64 and a connection module 
18 having a first terminal 78 and a second terminal 76 all held by rigid body 59,66, etc 
with terminal 78 penetrating an opening in support 64. The wires from 78,76 extend to 
components , the starter circuit in 13 read as a component. Since the component in 13 
is not shown it alternatively is asserted that the wire from 78 would obviously be joined 
to such component that being necessary for operation. Should issues arise other 
features ,if not taught by Archer, also considered to be obvious variations. For claims 9, 
10,31,32 note switch, relay 19,91, etc. For claim 17 use of one known type relay for 
another considered obvious variation. Also note that for claim 1 0 ,31 ,32 Archer relay is 
not electrical. Dyer shows electrical relays to be well known. Obvious to use such type 
in Archer . Electric controls are believed to be less expensive. Claim 18 lines 1-8 treated 
as above. 


NEIL ABRAMS 

ART UNIT •>'"> 


